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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 12/3/07 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

The applicant argues on pages 2 and 3 of the response in essence that: 

The applicant's specification explicitly or inherently discloses the limitation of 
claim 133. 

a. The applicant cites page 4, line 6 of the specification as supporting the 
limitation "automatically cause the digital print mechanism to generate at least 
one final print in response to the enhancement of the digitally stored image." This 
section provides that programming in the printer causes a final print to be 
generated with enhancements. This section does not disclose or suggest that the 
final print is generated in response to enhancing the image. 

The applicant argues on page 5 of the response in essence that: 

Yamaguchi '178 does not disclose a digital print mechanism that generates a 
combination proof sheet and order form that incorporates at least one of the plurality of 
images and the plurality of user designation areas. 

b. In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, 
one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the 
rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 

F.2d 413. 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091. 231 
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USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). Hicks '387 discloses a print mechanism (printer 
mechanism, col. 3, lines 37-45) that generates a combination proof sheet and 
order fomi that incorporates at least one of the plurality of images and the 
plurality of user designation areas (Fig. 2). 



The applicant argues on pages 5 and 6 of the response in essence that: 

Hicks '387 does not disclose that the same print mechanism generates both the 

combination proof sheet and order form and the final print sheets. 

c. In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, 
one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the 
rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 
F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 
USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). Hicks '387 discloses a print mechanism (printer 
mechanism, col. 3, lines 37-45) that generates a combination proof sheet and 
order fomi (Fig. 2). Yamaguchi '178 discloses printing digital images and a printer 
with a scanner mechanism capable of scanning and printing photos (col. 8-9, 
lines 37-67, 1-10, digital photo printer contains scanner 20 and CCD 52). At the 
time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to utilize a printer capable of scanning and printing digital photos. 
The motivation for doing so would have been to combine the functions of a 
scanner and photo printer with those of a document printer and to increase 
image quality. 
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The applicant argues on pages 6 and 7 of the response in essence that: 

There is no disclosure that any final prints are produced In response to the 
detection and interpretation of the data on the order fornfi. 

d. Hicks '387 discloses that order entry (input of print and order forni) initiates 
the final printing process by eliminating the necessity to visually correlate film, 
proofs, and order forms (col. 4, lines 41-50). 

The applicant argues on page 7 of the response in essence that: 

Hicks '387 does not disclose automatically generating the final print sheet in 
response to the detection of the user designation areas. 

e. Hicks '387 discloses that order fomns may be automatically entered into 
the computer data base, and thereafter, the identifying data, the order data,, and 
the composition data are supplied from the computer data base and are utilized 
to produce the final photographic prints (col. 4, lines 21-30). Further, Hicks '387 
discloses this process allows automated order entry to initiate the final printing 
process (col. 4, lines 41-50). Because the final print generating process is 
automated through the system of Hicks '387, it can be considered automatic. 

The applicant argues on page 8 of the response in essence that: 
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Hicks '387 does not disclose the digital print mechanism automatically generates 
the final print sheets in response to the detection and interpretation of, and in 
accordance with, the user designation areas completed by the user. 

f. In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, 
one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the 
rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 

F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 
USPQ 375 (Fed. CIr. 1986). Hicks '387 discloses program logic configured to 
cause a print mechanism to automatically generate (col. 4, lines 16-30, order 
forms may be automatically entered by entering through a read device) at least 
one final print sheet having a graphical representation of at least one of the 
images in response to the detection and interpretation of, and in accordance with 
the user designation areas completed by the user (col. 4, lines 27-35, producing 
photographic prints). Yamaguchi '178 discloses printing digital images and a 
printer with a scanner mechanism capable of scanning and printing photos (col. 
8-9, lines 37-67, 1-10, digital photo printer contains scanner 20 and CCD 52). 

The applicant argues on page 9 of the response in essence that: 

Neither Hicks '387 nor Yamaguchi '178 teaches a combined scanner, photo 
printer, and document printer. 

g. In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, 
one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the 
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rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 
F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co.. 800 F.2d 1091 . 231 
USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). Hicks '387 discloses a print meclianism (printer 
mechanism, col. 3, lines 37-45) capable of generating graphical representations 
of selected ones of the plurality of images and a plurality of user designation . 
areas on a print medium (Fig. 2). Yamaguchi '178 discloses printing digital 
images and a printer with a scanner mechanism capable of scanning and printing 
photos (col. 8-9, lines 37-67, 1-10, digital photo printer contains scanner 20 and 
CCD 52). The printer of Yamaguchi '1 78 is digital and does not chemically 
develop photos. Therefore, there is no distinction between printing digital photos 
are printing digitally stored text. 

The applicant argues on page 9 of the response in essence that: 

It is uncertain whether the digital process of Yamaguchi '178 would have a higher 

image quality than the system of Hicks '387. 

h. Yamaguchi '178 discloses a system for improving the quality of an image 
by adjusting gray balance (col. 1, lines 7-12). Regardless of which system 
produces higher quality images, utilizing the process of Yamaguchi '178 to the 
printer of Hicks '387 would improve the image quality of the system of Hicks '387. 



The applicant argues on pages 20 and 21 of the response in essence that: 
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Bartz '807 does not teach automatic enhancing of an image performed 
responsive to detecting and interpreting completed user designation areas. 

i. Bartz '807 discloses exposure parameter data may be entered at a marl( 
box location having a ghost character outline by tracing over those portions of the 
ghost character outline that form the desired character (col. 2, lines 2-5). An 
optical character reader read the exposure parameter data, records the data on a 
information storage media, and automatically generates control commands to the 
printer to control the transparency exposure (col, 2, lines 5-14). 

The applicant argues on page 21 of the response in essence that: 

The optical character reader of Bartz '807 is not part of the printer as required by 
claim 74. 

j. In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, 
one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the 
rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 
F.2d 413. 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 
USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). Yamaguchi '178 discloses printing digital images 
and a printer with a scanner mechanism capable of scanning and printing photos 
(col. 8-9, lines 37-67, 1-10, digital photo printer contains scanner 20 and CCD 
52). 



The applicant argues on page 22 of the response in essence that: 
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There is no motivation to combining Bartz '807 with Hicl^s '387 and Yamaguchi 

'178. 

k. At the time of the invention, it would have obvious to a person of ordinary 
sl<ill in the art to include user designation enhancing areas on the proof sheet and 
order form of Hicks '387. The motivation for doing so would have been to allow 
the user to crop and choose the color of ordered prints. 

The applicant argues on page 22 of the response in essence that: 

The combination of Hicks '387 and Bartz '807 would produce an Inoperative 
device. 

I. In response to applicant's argument that the combination of Hicks '387 
and Bartz '807 would produce an inoperative device, the test for obviousness is 
not whether the features of a secondary reference may be bodily incorporated 
into the structure of the primary reference; nor is it that the claimed invention 
must be expressly suggested in any one or all of the references. Rather, the test 
Is what the combined teachings of the references would have suggested to those 
of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 
1981). 

The applicant argues on page 26 of the response in essence that: 

The mark boxes of Bartz '807 are not disposed alorig adjacent side edges of the 

image. 



Application/Control Number: Page 9 

10/821.490 

Art Unit: 2625 

m. Bartz '807 discloses mark boxes 18 and 19 may be located anywhere and 
there location is arbitrary (mark box columns 18 and 19 of Fig. 1 , col. 3, lines 12- 
15). Therefore, as shown in Fig. 1, mark box 18 or 19 could clearly be exchanged 
for mark box 16. 

The applicant argues on page 26 of the response in essence that: 

The mark boxes of Bartz '807 do not indicate two-dimensional cropping positions 
for the image. 

n. Bartz '807 discloses the mark boxes may correspond to crop size (col. 3, 
lines 12-15). Crop size would specify a specific length and height and therefore 
would be two-dimensional. 

The applicant argues on page 26 of the response in essence that: 

Calhoun '409 does not disclose images that are prospectively indicative of any 

change to the photograph because they are printed photographs themselves. 

o. Calhoun '409 discloses each graphical representation prospectively 
indicative of the effect of the enhancement (Fig. 2, col. 6, lines 1-33). Regardless 
of whether the graphical representation is a printed photograph, it is 
prospectively indicative of a subsequent printed photograph. 



2. 



Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 
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The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claim 133 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. The limitation "automatically cause the digital print 
mechanism to generate at least one final print in response to the enhancement of the 
digitally stored image" is not present in the original disclosure nor is similar language 
describing the act. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this OfTice action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 21 . 26-28, 30-32, 34-37, 41 , 43-52, 54-57, 61 , 62. 64, 65, 68, 70, 72, 73 
are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hicks '387, and further 
in view of Yamaguchi '1 78. 

Referring to claim 21, Hicks '387 discloses a printer for enabling a user to select 
and print a plurality of images accessible by the printer, comprising: 
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a print mechanism (printer mechanism, col. 3, lines 37-45) configurable by 
program logic to generate a combination proof sheet and order form having graphical 
representations of selected ones of the plurality of images and a plurality of user 
designation areas (Fig. 2). 

Hicks '387 also discloses a scanner mechanism configurable by program logic to 
detect and interpret at least one user-completed one of the user designation areas after 
the form has been inserted into the scanner mechanism (col. 4, lines 16-26, passing the 
combined print and order form through a suitable read device); and 

program logic configured to cause a print mechanism to generate at least one 
final print sheet having a graphical representation of at least one of the images in 
accordance with the at least one detected and interpreted user-completed one of the 
user designation areas (col. 4, lines 27-35, producing photographic prints). 

Hicks '387 does not disclose expressly printing digital stored images and a printer 
with a scanner mechanism. 

Yamaguchi '178 discloses printing digital images and a printer with a scanner 
mechanism capable of scanning and printing photos (col. 8-9, lines 37-67, 1-10, digital 
photo printer contains scanner 20 and CCD 52). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to utilize a printer capable of scanning and printing digital photos. 
The motivation for doing so would have been to combine the functions of a scanner and 
photo printer with those of a document printer and to increase image quality. Therefore 
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it would have been obvious to combine Yamaguclii '178 with Hicks '387 to obtain the 
invention as specified in claim 21 . 

Referring to claim 26, Hicks '387 discloses wherein the graphical representations 
of the selected ones of the plurality of images include thumbnail images (Fig. 2, images 
considered thumbnails because they are smaller versions of larger images). 

Referring to claim 27, Hicks '387 discloses wherein one of the user designation 
areas is located on the combination proof sheet and order form adjacent to and is 
associated with a corresponding one of the thumbnail images (order fomi 26 of Fig. 2, 
col. 3, lines 29-36). 

Referring to claim 28, Hicks '387 discloses wherein the user designation areas to 
be user-completed include locations markable by the user with a marking implement 
(col. 3, lines 58-62). 

Referring to claim 30, Hicks '387 discloses wherein at least some of the markable 
locations comprise at least one of vertical slots between adjacent vertical bars and 
discrete bounded regions (Fig. 2, order form 26 shows discrete bounded regions). 

Referring to claim 31, Hicks '387 discloses wherein the combination proof.sheet 
and order fornn includes user readable printed indicia (Fig. 2). 

Referring to claim 32, Hicks '387 discloses wherein the scanner mechanism is an 
optical scanner (col. 4, lines 16-26, passing the combined print and order fornn through 
a suitable read device). 
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Referring to claim 34, Yamaguchi '178 discloses wherein the scanner mechanism 
is selected from the group consisting of an electrical scanner and a mechanical scanner 
(col. 8-9, lines 37-67, 1-10, digital photo printer contains scanner 20 and CCD 52). 

Referring to claim 35, Hicks '387 discloses wherein a particular one of the user 
designation areas is associated with a corresponding one of the images (col. 3, lines 9- 
20). 

Referring to claim 36, Hicks '387 discloses wherein the particular one of the user 
designation areas Is adjacent the graphical representation of the corresponding one of 
the images (order form 26 of Fig, 2, col. 3, lines 29-36). 

Referring to claim 37, Hicks '387 discloses wherein a particular one of the user 
designation areas is associated with a corresponding plurality of the images (order form 
26 of Fig. 2, col. 3, lines 29-36). 

Referring to claim 41, Yamaguchi '178 discloses a memory configured to store 
the images (col. 9, lines 1 1-49, hard disk drive unit 75). 

Referring to claim 43, Hicks '387 discloses a printer for enabling a user to select 
and print a plurality of images accessible by the printer, the printer comprising: 

a print mechanism (printer mechanism, col. 3, lines 37-45) capable of generating 
graphical representations of selected ones of the plurality of images and a plurality of 
user designation areas on a print medium (Fig. 2). 

Hicks '387 further discloses a scanner mechanism capable of detecting at least 
one user designation area on the print medium after it has been completed by a user 
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(col. 4, lines 16-26, passing the combined print and order form through a suitable read 
device); 

program logic configured to cause the print mechanism to generate a 
combination proof sheet and order form that incorporates at least one of the plurality of 
images and the plurality of user designation areas (Fig. 2); 

program logic configured to cause the scanner mechanism to scan the 
combination proof sheet and order form after at least one of the plurality of user 
designation areas has been completed by a user and the combination proof sheet and 
order form has been inserted into the scanner mechanism (col. 4, lines 16-26, passing 
the combined print and order form through a suitable read device); 

program logic configured to interpret one or more of the user designation areas 
completed by the user and detected by the scanner mechanism; and program logic 
configured to cause a print mechanism to automatically generate (col. 4, lines 16-30, 
order forms may be automatically entered by entering through a read device) at least 
one final print sheet having a graphical representation of at least one of the images in 
response to the detection and interpretation of, and in accordance with the user 
designation areas completed by the user (col. 4, lines 27-35, producing photographic 
prints). 

Hicks '387 does not disclose expressly printing digital stored images and a printer 
with a scanner mechanism. 
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Yamaguchi '178 discloses printing digital Images and a printer with a scanner 
mechanism capable of scanning and printing photos (col. 8-9, lines 37-67, 1-10, digital 
photo printer contains scanner 20 and CCD 52). 

At the time the Invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to utilize a printer capable of scanning and printing digital photos. 
The motivation fordoing so would have been to combine the functions of a scanner and 
photo printer with those of a document printer and to Increase Image quality. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to combine Yamaguchi '178 with Hicks 
'387 to obtain the invention as specified in claim 43. 

Referring to claim 44, Yamaguchi '178 discloses a data transfer interface 
configurable to receive the plurality of images (col. 9, lines 11-49). 

Referring to claim 45, Hicks '387 discloses a system for enabling a user to select 
and print a plurality of Images, the system comprising: 

a printer (printer mechanism, col. 3, lines 37-45) capable of generating graphical 
representations of selected ones of the plurality of images and a plurality of user 
designation areas on a print medium (Fig. 2). 

Hicks '387 further discloses a scanner capable of detecting at least one user 
designation area on the print medium after it has been completed by a user (col. 4, lines 
16-26, passing the combined print and order form through a suitable read device); 

program logic configured to cause the printer to generate a combination proof 
sheet and order form that incorporates at least one of the plurality of images and the 
plurality of user designation areas (Fig. 2); 
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program logic configured to cause the scanner to scan the combination proof 
sheet and order form after at least one of the plurality of user designation areas has 
been completed by a user and the combination proof sheet and order fomn has been 
inserted into the scanner (col. 4, lines 16-26, passing the combined print and order form 
through a suitable read device); 

program logic configured to interpret one or more of the user designation areas 
completed by the user and detected by the scanner; and program logic configured to 
cause a printer to generate at least one final print sheet having a graphical 
representation in accordance with the user designation areas completed by the user 
(col. 4, lines 27-35, producing photographic prints). 

Hicks '387 does not disclose expressly printing digital stored images and a printer 
with a scanner. 

Yamaguchi '178 discloses printing digital images and a printer with a scanner 
capable of scanning and printing photos (col. 8-9, lines 37-67, 1-10, digital photo printer 
contains scanner 20 and CCD 52). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to utilize a printer capable of scanning and printing digital photos. 
The motivation for doing so would have been to combine the functions of a scanner and 
photo printer with those of a document printer and to increase image quality. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to combine Yamaguchi '178 with Hicks 
'387 to obtain the invention as specified in claim 45. 

Referring to claim 46, see the rejection of claim 21 above. 
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Referring to claim 47, see the rejection of claim 43 above. 

Referring to claim 48, Hicks '387 discloses automatically detecting a re-insertion 
of the user-completed combination proof sheet and order form; and 
initiating the detecting and interpreting in response thereto (col. 4, lines 16-30, order 
forms may be automatically entered by entering through a read device). 

Referring to claim 49, Hicks '387 discloses wherein the plurality of user 
designation areas includes at least one of an image selection user designation area and 
an image enhancement user designation area (col. 3-4, lines 58-68, 1-6, whether user 
marks package determines image selection). 

Referring to claim 50, Hicks '387 discloses generating an identity marker on the 
combination proof sheet and order form, the identity marker uniquely associated with at 
least one of the graphically represented images (Group code and frame number 28 of 
Fig. 2, col. 3, lines 37-45); and scanning the identity marker using the printer so as to 
confinn that the at least one, of the graphically represented images is available to the 
printer, before printing the at least one final print (col. 4, lines 16-35) The group and 
frame number must be obtained for printing the photos and thus confirms that the image 
is available, othenA/ise printing would not be possible. 

Referring to claim 51 , Hicks '387 discloses wherein the scanning the identity 
marker comprises: comparing the identity marker to a code associated with the at least 
one of the graphically represented images (Group code and frame number 28 of Fig. 2, 
col. 3, lines 37-45). It is inherent that the group and frame number on the order sheet 
correspond to the group and frame number in the computer database. 
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Referring to claim 52, Hicks '387 discloses preventing the printing if the at least 
one of the graphically represented images is unavailable to the printer. It is inherent 
that the printer cannot print if there is no image data. 

Referring to claim 54, see the rejection of claim 26 above. 

Referring to claim 55, see the rejection of claim 28 above. 

Referring to claim 56, see the rejection of claim 32 above. 

Referring to claim 57, see the rejection of claim 28 above. 

Referring to claim 61 , Hicks '387 discloses wherein a particular one of the user 
designation areas is associated with a corresponding one of the images (col. 3, lines 9- 
20). 

Referring to claim 62, Hicks '387 discloses wherein the particular one of the user 
designation areas is adjacent the graphical representation of the corresponding one of 
the images (order form 26 of Fig. 2, col. 3, lines 29-36). 

Referring to claim 64, Hicks '387 discloses wherein a particular one of the user 
designation areas is markable for specifying at least one of an image selection, an 
image cropping, an image brightness, an image rotation, a color balance, a 
superimposed picture date, a print size, a print quantity, and a picture storage selection 
(col. 3-4, lines 58-68, 1-6, whether user marks package determines image selection). 

Referring to claim 65, see the rejection of claim 35 above. 

Referring to claim 68, see the rejection of claim 41 above. 
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Referring to claim 70, Hicks '387 discloses wherein the detecting and interpreting 
comprises: identifying the at least one of the images from the completed user 
designation areas (Fig. 2, col. 3, lines 29-36). 

Referring to claim 72, see the rejection of claim 43 above. 

Referring to claim 73, see the rejection of claim 43 above. 

Referring to claim 113, Hicks '387 discloses at least one processor-readable 
medium having processor-executable instructions therein which, when executed by a 
processor, cause the processor to perform operations comprising: 

controlling a print mechanism (printer mechanism, col. 3, lines 37-45) to generate 
a combination proof sheet and order form having graphical representations of a plurality 
of images accessible by the processor and a plurality of user designation areas (Fig. 2). 

Hicks '387 also discloses controlling a scanner mechanism to scan the 
combination proof sheet and order form after completion by a user (col. 4, lines 16-26, 
passing the combined print and order fomn through a suitable read device); 

detecting on the scanned proof sheet and order form at least one user-completed 
one of the user designation areas; and interpreting the at least one user-completed one 
of the user designation areas to identify at least one user-selected one of the images 
and at least one user-selected print characteristic associated with the at least one user- 
selected one of the images (col. 4, lines 27-35, producing photographic prints). 

Hicks '387 does not disclose expressly printing digital stored images and a printer 
with a scanner mechanism. 
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Yamaguchi '178 discloses printing digital images and a printer with a scanner 
mecfianism capable of scanning and printing photos (col. 8-9, lines 37-67, 1-10, digital 
photo printer contains scanner 20 and CCD 52). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to utilize a printer capable of scanning and printing digital photos. 
The motivation for doing so would have been to combine the functions of a scanner and 
photo printer with those of a document printer and to increase image quality. Therefore 
it would have been obvious to combine Yamaguchi '178 with Hicks '387 to obtain the 
invention as specified in claim 113. 

Referring to claim 1 14, Hicks '387 discloses the operations further comprising: 
controlling the print mechanism to generate at least one final print of the at least one 
user-selected one of the images in accordance with the at least one user-selected print 
characteristics images (col. 4, lines 27-35, producing photographic prints). 

Referring to claim 123, see the rejection of claim 45 above. 

Referring to claim 124, Hicks '387 discloses code that interprets the at least one 
user-completed one of the user designation areas to identify at least one user-selected 
print characteristic (col. 4, lines 16-26, passing the combined print and order form 
through a suitable read device); and code that controls the print mechanism to generate 
the at least one final print in accordance with the at least one user-selected print 
characteristic (col. 4, lines 27-35, producing photographic prints). 

Referring to claim 125, see the rejection of claim 21 above. 
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Referring to claim 126, Hicks '387 discloses means for generating at least one 
final print of the at least one user-selected one of the images in accordance with the at 
least one user-selected print characteristic (col. 4, lines 27-35, producing photographic 
prints). 

Referring to claim 129, see the rejection of claim 21 above. 

Referring to claim 130, Hicks '387 discloses wherein the program logic 
configured to cause the digital print mechanism to generate at least one final print sheet 
is configured to cause the print mechanism to automatically generate the at least one 
final print sheet in response to the scanner mechanism detecting and interpreting the at 
least one user-completed one of the user designation areas (col. 4, lines 16-30, order 
forms may be automatically entered by entering through a read device). 

Referring to claim 131 , see the rejection of claim 130 above. 

Referring to claim 134, see the rejection of claim 130 above. 

6. Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hicks 
'387 and Yamaguchi '178 as applied to claim 21 above, and further in view of Rubscha 
771. 

Referring to claim 22, Hicks '387 discloses the scanning the form with the 
scanning mechanism but does not disclose expressly inserting the form into an 
input/output tray of the printer. 

Rubscha 771 discloses reinserting a fonri into an input/output tray of a printer 
(col. 1, lines 5-14, document sheet input and output trays in a document handler). 
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At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to provide an input/output tray for a printer. The motivation for 
doing so would have been to allow the user a more convenient method of accessing the 
tray. Therefore it would have been obvious to combine Rubscha 771 with Hicks '387 
and Yamaguchi '178 to obtain the invention as specified in claim 22. 

7. Claims 23 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hicks '387 and Yamaguchi '178 as applied to claim 21 above, and further in view of 
Hirayama '406. 

Refenring to claim 23, Hicks '387 discloses a printer, but does not disclose 
expressly a data transfer interface configurable to receive the images, the interface 
being a memory card reader or an I/O port. 

Hirayama '406 discloses receiving digital image with an I/O port (col. 3, lines 4- 

16). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to utilize and I/O port. The motivation for doing so would have 
been to receive images from a computer. Therefore it would have been obvious to 
combine Hirayama '406 with Hicks '387 and Yamaguchi '178 to obtain the invention as 
specified in claim 23. 

Referring to claim 39, Yamaguchi '178 discloses wherein the images are 
received from at least one of a flash memory card, a floppy diskette, a direct data link 
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and a wireless data link (col. 9, lines 1 1-49, a direct data link is connected to the hard 
disk drive unit 75). 

8. Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hicks 
'387 and Yamaguchi '178 as applied to claim 21 above, and further in view of 
Brewington '629. 

Referring to claim 24, Hicks '387 discloses a printer, but does not disclose 
expressly graphics of microscopic pixels. 

Brewington '629 discloses printing utilizing microscopic pixels (col. 3, lines 29- 

55). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to print utilizing microscopic pixels. The motivation for doing so 
would have been to print high quality photos. Therefore it would have been obvious to 
combine Brewington '629 with Hicks '387 and Yamaguchi '178 to obtain the invention as 
specified in claim 24. 

9. Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hicks 
'387 and Yamaguchi '178 as applied to claim 21 above, and further in view of Hall '131. 

Refemng to claim 25, Hicks '387 discloses a print mechanism, but does not disclose 
wherein the print mechanism is selected from the group consisting of a laser print 
mechanism, an ink jet print mechanism, a dot matrix print mechanism, a dye 
sublimation print mechanism, and a thermal print mechanism. 
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Hall '131 discloses a laser print niechanism, an Inkjet print mechanism, a dot matrix 
print mechanism, a dye sublimation print mechanism, and a thermal print mechanism 
(col. 1, lines 34-39). 

At the time of the invention. It would have obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art to utilize a laser, ink, dot matrix, dye sublimation, or thermal print mechanism. The 
motivation for doing so would have been to utilize a print mechanism best served for the 
type of printing needed (i.e. laser printing is more cost effective than other methods). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Hall '131 with Hicks '387 and 
Yamaguchi '178 to obtain the invention as specified in claim 25. 

10. Claim 29 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hicks 
'387 and Yamaguchi '178 as applied to claini 28 above, and further in view of 
Yoshikawa '742. 

Referring to claim 29, Hicks '387 discloses markable locations but does not 
disclose expressly bubble-shaped regions. 

Yoshikawa '742 discloses bubble-shaped regions (Fig. 1). At the time of the 
invention, it would have obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to utilize bubble- 
shaped regions. The motivation for doing so would have been to utilize regions easy to 
mark with pen or pencil. Therefore it would have been obvious to combine Yoshikawa 
'742 with Hicks '387 to obtain the invention as specified in claim 29. 
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11. Claims 33 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hicks 
'387 and Yamaguchi '178 as applied to claim 32 above, and further in view of Meier 
'784. 

Referring to claim 33, Hicks '387 discloses an optical scanner mechanism but 
does not disclose expressly wherein the optical scanner is selected from a group 
consisting of a photo detector array, a paper edge sensor, a media type sensor, and an 
ink jet pen activation energy sensor. 

Meier '784 discloses a photo detector array, a paper edge sensor, a media type 
sensor, or an Inkjet pen activation energy sensor (col. 2, lines 19-40, photo detector 
array). 

At the time of the invention, it would have obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to utilize a photo detector array. The motivation for doing so would have been to 
utilize a high speed scanning method. Therefore it would have been obvious to 
combine Meier '784 with Hicks '387 to obtain the invention as specified in claim 33. 

12. Claims 40, 59, 74-76, 79-82, 84-86, 89. 91, 93, 95, 117, 127, 132 and 133 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hicks '387 and Yamaguchi 
'178 as applied to claims 21. 47, 113, and 125 above, and further in view of Bartz '807. 

Referring to claim 40, Hicks '387 discloses wherein the print mechanism is further 
configurable by stored program logic to generate a custom proof sheet and order form 
having at least one graphically represented image (order form 26 of Fig. 2. col. 3, lines 
29-36). 
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Hicks '387 does not disclose expressly user designation cropping areas. 

Bartz '807 discloses a custom proof sheet and order form having at least one 
graphically represented image and user designation cropping areas along adjacent side 
edges of the image, the user designation cropping areas markable by the user to 
graphically indicate two-dimensional cropping position for the image (mark box columns 

1 8 and 1 9 of Fig. 1 , col. 3, lines 1 2-1 5). 

At the time of the invention, it would have obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to include user designation cropping areas on the proof sheet and order form of 
Hicks '387. The motivation for doing so would have been to allow the user to crop 
ordered prints. Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Bartz '807 with Hicks 
'387 and Yamaguchi '178 to obtain the invention as specified in claim 40. 

Referring to claim 59, Bartz '807 discloses generating with the printer at least one 
custom proof sheet and order form with user designation areas for enhancing a user- 
selected image (mark box columns 18 and 19 of Fig. 1, col. 3, lines 12-15). 

Referring to claim 60, Bartz '807 discloses wherein the enhancing the user- 
selected image includes cropping the user-selected image (mark box columns 18 and 

19 of Fig. 1, cor. 3, lines 12-15). 

Referring to claim 74, Hicks '387 discloses a method for printing an image 
available to a printer, comprising: 

generating with the printer a form having at least one graphical representation of 
the image, and a plurality of user designation areas each associated with at least one of 
the graphical representations (Fig, 2, col. 3, lines 28-37); 
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scanning tlie form after a user has cx)mpleted at least one of tlie user designation 
areas (col. 4, lines 16-26, passing the combined print and order form through a suitable 
read device); 

detecting and interpreting the completed user designation areas; and printing, 
responsive to the detecting and interpreting, the image with the printer in accordance 
with the completed user designation areas (col. 4, lines 27-35, producing photographic 
prints). 

Hicks '387 does not disclose expressly printing digital stored images and a printer 
with a scanner mechanism. 

Yamaguchi '178 discloses printing digital images and a printer with a scanner 
mechanism capable of scanning and printing photos (col. 8-9, lines 37-67, 1-10, digital 
photo printer contains scanner 20 and CCD 52). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to utilize a printer capable of scanning and printing digital photos. 
The motivation for doing so would have been to combine the functions of a scanner and 
photo printer with those of a document printer and to increase image quality. 

Hicks '387 does not disclose expressly a user designation area associated with 
image enhancement. 

Bartz '807 discloses a plurality of user designation areas each associated with at 
least one of the graphical representations and indicative of a particular image 
enhancement applicable to the image (mark box columns 18 and 19 of Fig. 1, col. 3, 
lines 12-15); and automatically enhancing, responsive to detecting and interpreting, the 
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image with the printer in accordance with the completed user designation areas (col. 1- 
2, lines 59-68, 1-14 generate commands to the printer to automatically control the 
exposure). 

At the time of the invention, it would have obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to include user designation enhancing areas on the proof sheet and order form of 
Hicks '387. The motivation for doing so would have been to allow the user to crop and 
choose the color of ordered prints. Therefore it would have been obvious to combine 
Yamaguchi '178 and Bartz '807 with Hicks '387 to obtain the invention as specified in 
claim 74. 

Referring to claim 75, see the rejection of claim 48 above. 

Referring to claim 76, Hicks '387 discloses printing at least one final print of the 
image (col. 4, lines 27-35, producing photographic prints). Bartz '807 discloses 
enhancing the image (col. 3, lines 12-15). 

Referring to claim 79, Hicks '387 discloses wherein the form has a single 
graphical representation of the image and a set of user designation areas associated 
with the graphical representation (Fig. 2). Bartz '807 discloses wherein the completed 
ones of the set of user designation areas collectively define the enhancement (col. 3, 
lines 12-15). 

Referring to claim 80, Bartz '807 discloses wherein the enhancement is an image 
cropping selection (col. 3, lines 12-15). 
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Referring to claim 81, Hicks '387 discloses wherein the set of user designation 
areas comprises: a horizontal subset of user designation areas adjacent a horizontal 
edge of the graphical representation (Fig. 2). 

Hicks '387 does not disclose expressly a vertical subset of user designation 

areas. 

Bartz '807 disclose a vertical subset of user designation areas adjacent a vertical 
edge of the graphical representation (Fig. 1). 

At the time of the invention, it would have obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to utilize a vertical set of user designation areas. The motivation for doing so 
would have been to place additional photo options for ordering prints. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to combine Bartz '807 with Hicks '387and Yamaguchi '178 to 
obtain the invention as specified in claim 81 . 

Referring to claim 82, Hicks '387 discloses wherein the image cropping selection 
is defined by the completion of two user designation areas in the vertical subset 
denoting a first cropping dimension and two user designation areas in the horizontal 
subset denoting a second cropping dimension (Fig. 1, col. 2-3, lines 67-68, 1-20). 
Bartz '807 discloses that mark box location is arbitrary. 

Referring to claim 84, Bartz '807 discloses wherein a image has a print size, and 
wherein the print size is enlarged based on the first and second cropping dimensions 
(Fig. 1, col. 2-3, lines 67-68, 1-20, size and cropping dimensions are both included in 
Fig. 1 and selecting both options would enlarge a cropped image). 

Referring to claim 85, see the rejection of claim 74 above. 
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Referring to claim 86, Hicks '387 discloses program logic configured to cause the 
print mechanism to generate at least one final print having a graphical representation of 
the image in accordance with the completed user designation areas (col. 4, lines 27-35, 
producing photographic prints). 

Bartz '807 discloses enhancing the image in accordance with the completed user 
designation areas (mark box columns 18 and 19 of Fig. 1, col. 3, lines 12-15). 

Referring to claim 89, see the rejection of claim 26 above. 

Referring to claim 91, see the rejection of claim 31 above. 

Referring to claim 93, see the rejection of claim 35 above. 

Referring to claim 95, see the rejection of claim 41 above. 

Referring to claim 117, Hicks '387 discloses the user-selected print characteristic 
but does not disclose expressly a user designation area associated with image 
enhancement. 

Bartz '807 discloses enhancing at least one user-selected one of the images in 
accordance with at least one user-selected print characteristic (mark box columns 18 
and 19 of Fig. 1, col. 3, lines 12-15). 

At the time of the invention, it would have obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to include user designation enhancing areas on the proof sheet and order form of 
Hicks '387. The motivation for doing so would have been to allow the user to crop and 
choose the color of ordered prints. Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine 
Bartz '807 with Hicks '387 and Yamaguchi '178 to obtain the invention as specified in 
claim 117. 
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Referring to claim 127, see the rejection of claim 117 above. 

Referring to claim 132, Bartz '807 discloses wherein the program logic configured 
to cause the processor to enhance the image is further configured to automatically 
cause the processor to enhances the image is response to the detection and 
interpretation by the scanner mechanism (col. 1-2, lines 59-68, 1-14 generate 
commands to the printer to automatically control the exposure). 

Referring to claim 133, Bartz '807 discloses wherein the program logic configured 
to cause the print mechanism to generate at least one final print is further configured to 
automatically cause the print mechanism to generate at least one final print in response 
to the enhancement of the image (col. 1-2, lines 59-68, 1-14 generate commands to the 
printer to automatically control the exposure). 

13. Claim 58 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hicl^s 
'387 and Yamaguchi '178 as applied to claim 47 above, and further in view of Eshoo 
'417. 

Referring to claim 58, Hicks '387 discloses the user designation areas, but does 
not disclose expressly wherein the user designation areas comprise regions markable 
by a user by a process selected from the group consisting of punching out holes therein, 
applying a sticker thereto, and applying a conductive marker thereto. 

Eshoo '417 discloses wherein the user designation areas comprise regions 
markable by a user by a process selected from the group consisting of punching out 
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holes therein, applying a sticker thereto, and applying a conductive marker thereto (col. 
2, lines 5-29, label). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to mark a form with a sticker. The motivation for doing so would 
have been to utilize a method of marking a document that can be corrected/peeled off if 
needed. Therefore it would have been obvious to combine Eshoo '417 with Hicks '387 
and Yamaguchi '178 to obtain the invention as specified in claim 58. 

14. Claim 53 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Hicks 
'387 and Yamaguchi '178, and further in view of Kobayashi '391 . 

Referring to claim 53, Hicks '387 discloses the identity marker, but does not 
disclose expressly wherein the identity marker comprises a pattern of printed and 
unprinted locations. 

Yamaguchi '178 discloses wherein an identify marker comprises a pattern of 
printed and unprinted locations (col. 8, lines 37-52, barcode). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to utilize a barcode as a marker. The motivation for doing so 
would have been to utilize a marker that is easily scanned. Therefore it would have 
been obvious to combine Yamaguchi '178 with Hicks '387 and Yamaguchi '178 to obtain 
the invention as specified in claim 53. 
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15. Claim 63 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hicks 
'387 and Yamaguchi '178 as applied to claims 47 above, and further in view of Slater 
'481. 

Referring to claim 63, Hicks '387 discloses user designation areas but does not 
disclose expressly one user designation area associated with a plurality of images. 

Slater '481 discloses wherein a particular one of user designation areas is 
associated with a corresponding plurality of images (Fig. 2, col. 4, lines 1-17). 

At the time of the invention, it would have obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to associate a user designation area with a plurality of images. The motivation 
for doing so would have been to allow the user to mark one area for all photos as 
opposed to one area for each photo. Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine 
Slater '481 with Hicks '387, and Yamaguchi '178 to obtain the invention as specified in 
claim 63. 

16. Claim 69 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hicks 
'387, and Yamaguchi '178 as applied to claim 47 above, and further in view of well 
known prior art. 

Referring to claim 69, Hicks '387 discloses images but does not disclose 
expressly storing the Images in a computer connected to the printer. 

Official Notice is taken that it is well known and obvious to store digital pictures in 
a computer connected to a printer (see MPEP 2144.03). The motivation for doing so 
would have been to maintain images in a versatile stable environment (i.e. a server). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine well known prior art with Hicks '387. 
and Yamaguchi '178 to obtain the invention as specified in claim 69. 

17. Claim 77 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hicks 
'387, Yamaguchi '178, and Bartz '807 as applied to claim 47 above, and further in view 
of Calhoun *409. 

Referring to claim 69, Hicks '387 discloses wherein the form has a plurality of 
graphical representations of the image and at least one user designation area 
associated with each graphical representation (Fig. 2). 

Hicks '387 does not disclose expressly each graphical representation 
prospectively indicative of the effect of the enhancement. 

Calhoun '409 discloses each graphical representation prospectively indicative of 
the effect of the enhancement (Fig. 2, col. 6, lines 1-33). 

At the timie of the invention, it would have obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art utilize a graphical representation prospectively indicative of an enhancement. 
The motivation for doing so would have been to allow the user to view the enhancement 
before determining which to select. Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine 
Calhoun '409 with Hicks '387, Yamaguchi '178, and Bartz *807 to obtain the invention as 
specified in claim 77. 
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18. Claim 78 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hicks 
'387, Yamaguchi '178, Bartz '807, and Calhoun '409 as applied to claim 77 above, and 
further in view of Kobayashi '391. 

Referring to claim 78, Bartz '807 discloses the image enhancement but does not 
disclose expressly brightness selection or color balance selection. 

Kobayashi '391 discloses wherein an enhancement Is selected from the group 
consisting of a brightness selection and a color balance selection (Fig. 20B). 

At the time of the invention, it would have obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art to provide a brightness selection enhancement. The motivation for doing so would 
have been to allow the user to select a desired brightness in ordering prints. Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to combine Kobayashi '391 with Hicks '387, Yamaguchi 
'178, Bartz '807, Calhoun '409 to obtain the invention as specified in claim 78. 

19. Claim 83 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hicks 
'387, Yamaguchi '178, and Bartz '807 as applied to claim 82 above, and further in view 
of Kuchta '777. 

Referring to claim 83, Bartz '807 discloses wherein the image has a print size 
and cropping the image but does not disclose expressly wherein first and second 
cropping dimensions are adjusted to best-fit the image to a print size. 

Kuchta '777 discloses wherein first and second cropping dimensions are 
. adjusted to best-fit the image to a print size (col. 12, lines 51-62). 
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At the time of the invention, it would have obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to best-fit cropping dimensions. The motivation for doing so would have been to 
confomi an image to available medium sizes. Therefore it would have been obvious to 
combine Kuchta 777 with Hicks '387, Yamaguchi '178, and Bartz '807 to obtain the 
invention as specified in claim 83. 

20. Claim 87 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hicks 
'387, Yamaguchi '178, and Bartz '807 as applied to claim 85 above, and further in view 
of Hirayama '406. 

Referring to claim 87, see the rejection of claim 23 above. 

21 . Claim 88 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Hicks 
'387, Yamaguchi '178, and Bartz '807 as applied to claim 85 above, and further in view 
of Brewington '629. 

Referring to claim 88, see the rejection of claim 24 above. 

22. Claim 90 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hicks 
'387, Yamaguchi '178, and Bartz '807 as applied to claim 85 above, and further in view 
of Yoshikawa 742 

Referring to claim 90, see the rejection of claim 29 above. 
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23. Claim 92 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hicks 
'387, Yamaguchi '178, and Bartz '807 as applied to claim 85 above, and further in view 
of Meier '784. 

Referring to claim 92, see the rejection of claim 33 above. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

24. Claim 71 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

25. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: 

Referring to claim 71, Hicks '387 teaches a printer that generates a proof and 
order form having an image and user designation areas, scans the completed form, and 
prints a final print of the image. 

The prior art does not teach a printer that responsive to scanning the completed 
form, prints an additional custom form having an image and user designation areas, 
scans the custom fomi, and produces the final print based on the proof and order form 
and the custom form. 

Conclusion 

26. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Peter K. Huntsinger whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7435. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Moore can be reached op (571)272-7437. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pajr-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




